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MetRtze BHEUM SMUH
AFR D 0@y

A

AR Lol A% JURERY SYAHF AL BA Flojed stolAFAT=IR
3 2EnAAE AL 28y AFE L] ofd Fatre A FEHEY P9l
L olE AREEL ARY AL Uit o3 @ Ffole 3P 2AEFH 9
gol] M2 WFEFE A TS ISP TR FE T2 2A ALY 9
245 JEe) 3443 & Avk B TN REAEY BRI g @
MBAYERRYE 25T A E F3t ol ZHY Aol w3l =2 drt

Q ot
=

Zogol AR, SYLAA, YVHAIEYEY, AFET, 2 AR ALY

1. ME

BAE AL 2ol RIAYPE Y-S A st £ 54] 7 A (likelihood ratio test: LRT)
olu} S= AR (Wald test)ol o)) TTHEEAE HFAL 45 Yok o] o BYHL
AP RE) 98 Rolojof 31 WA= FZ (cluster sampling) T ol A3 BEx 9 79l
gl 338 FAEATES A4eA gvk ¥SFE B2 4P 59 A &
Fr BAYEL A2 4BH] Jonz AYERY AR JuHT AeLizo] o
A7, T8 A s GARANA BA A 0 2 (longitudinally) ¥HEER T 248, AF
3 FGGAAA o= 28 52 JHA S (clustered data)2] FFo| L3t o E E
o], ojm] FoA &4 22 WM M7EL AR FEHE A7 ol ol BF B
AZEL Ade] A Dt o2 F AYAE o tiF By BEAAAE At o)A
A} (heterogeneity) 3 A 2] %<4 4)(dependency)-& ¥k 3} oF 3o} hA] HALE o of §F
EAA Ry AE ASH oz A3 A A A (generalized estimating equation: GEE)
S o] &3t 337 Hvl GEEx: YAt 9 of 2 A E(moments) W22 8] 2] 7] wfj-& o]
SEFFE AF o] 83HA gethe viwo] glof gtttk GEE| &3 AHAIgE =)= Agresti
(2002)8 ¥ 4 At

AN SPA AR B8 AF 2 Altham (1976), Cohen (1976), Brier (1980),
Rao 2 Scott (1981, 1984, 1987) 52 Hoj¢& FlojAFA Aol LRTE A3 AR
€ 93ttt ¥d9 Koch, Freeman 2 Freeman (1975), Binder(1983) 52 €= 73 #
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oA 2A% AAYL AL, Fay(1985)= BoA<cEHFAZTH SEn B R TAZY Ay
o] Z (jackknife) g ol thal] =3t dollA AFE 98 PP E-2 Thomas, Singh L
Roberts (1996)ll 213 $¢H & @S AT}

T 1A A F(fixed effect) 2ol ol th & ¥ FE F(random effect) & Tl 2§
Bt £ E ¥ (mixed model)& B To N Fet7te] Woldn AZUe JAE I E
T Aot Ukt P 2 (generalized linear model:GLM) o)l A TS TIJA N 2P L
Ak} A1 8 E 32 ¥ (generalized linear mixed model: GLMM) o] &} gt} 3% 2] GLMM
of o3t AF 2= Brier(1980), Chowdhury2} McGilchrist(2001) 5-©] §1.ew, 2%to] Jain,
Vilcassim @ Chintagunta(1994), Revelt2} Train(1998) 52 A% A& % 3 w24
Zg0 GLMM & #&3gth GLMML vtE2 4 o| &g, T}H4FE (over dispersion) o} 3}
EE A8, AX9E AR, 242 AF ASE ZARE, A0 02 AP s 9
B2 2 ARFE g8 A 2A AR SOl d8 $88 & Aok

Lee2}t Nelder(1996)= GLMMol| th3} 9] Al A X (hierachical likelihood)E H W2 &
' B432AL =934t} 2 F9)| Chowdhury9} McGilchrist(2001)= H AR LT 9} 47
" LRTE MA AGFE0 s o] 9ETRY SHYARE A3t vk 22
% (marginal likelihood)= YA 2 59} g8 WFEFHRI} Fol3 xASFNA B2 =
ARSEESE A AR ET Ex5ol A3 L2 2 Jeh 7] g 1 A4 3
2k7F ¢ E3Aste] A Lr S o o] mETE o3t AL EAE A
AAAE SALzN Y AHRo] Aotk £ AT+ GLMME A¥A7l& B 7}
A AAE R =951 AHE 53t 3 AAE vwdtnA} it

~

2. g xiz20l st GLMM

AGRE 2 g BERAA F=2 k) dA) B3 5 AR Dol SigsE= A =
E yrii BF A F= koA o8 A 7} cell (4,5)0 31 1, 2F A o 02 Ve
AA GEAT wii; & BFE E(wkij) = it 324 B8RS REZE 28 Xo}
FEZ 7H3YE wrijE BT pki; Y TS EEXTE WEA HI o) W) T EF g = F
ko] BE QAo B8 wri; B B o E vebd £ Qo EERNHE APt
SRHFE FEIA g1 dA F ALY SY Aol A B A (association)?] IEE Y
SHANE Ffo wetA e olE F d5Y] 48E FEIVE ik o] A FAFE A
BRE, QUL E USSR UF5 4 A thE 23S AEAFA g 2ER
of o3t AP R YL A vt} 2 2H 3 AR Y (logistic regression model) 3} E o}
% 224 Y EY(loglinear model) 22 72 4= vt A BRHP L w4l Ay
FE 73 AARY S ARy, T2k RY L F A7 FE glo] A dFAAY
Sheto] 24 E oL EANYEY S HAdtd 2R HAARY R REY = ey
3O utdie] AR X 7Hsety] W) g2 AR FXARARE B 5 Uth T 24 gy £
Fol$RE T UYELXE W2 EFHUSTE IS F Yo do 2 53 Ao
fom XS REE ML AR EYL wi A BT ey o B3 YERRIIR 3R}

8 ofy e 4>

Ir to
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AGaHNE 133 g2 3 sl g r g 2 dx 5719 234 (link function)
A() B MA

hpeis) = Xkij B (2.1)
o Zro] teRd 4= Ut A (2.1)0A xp 5 EER B3 SPHEG oY AL
E3ste Yo wet A3 A= A% E (design matrix) ©| 1, B o] &= BT E
o] Weloltt. AA T b )= WSS Fxo wet =5 A& A d(canonical link)&
FE ALR A F 5o, olFAE L XotF =Hatg it LM-»\ AeEdde 4%
EA2BAZAN 2adF0 Hth. AEAAL YL LR FS A5 O, BEF o, &

-?3_-54',3] 2 E—ixy'g'fﬂ-’)ﬁ E XA EY (2 1)’] % AE O + o +5] + Yij 2} 2e ez
B ok g AN IRtEE A A (2.1)3 2ol YERZE $ioh

2F (212 ALEAAE TYSHA 4L Aol AN ek A o)A oyt Ry
BAGE) 4BE WIS ANAE Weto] WP ENE TS TYR YL AR BT
Agd k9 ‘E‘i%kfid—]'% k 2B o] EEZFFE Guy) & UetiAL MFEF v, o 1

<

hukij|ug) = Xkij B + Zrij Uk (2.2)

o} Zol Y=o}, AFII us T 0, FEA T thiFAFEZE gy 7143
ok A(2.2)AA zp = AFEFANE vt el AAH Lo sDdsln HFaye Ao uja}
zki; 7t A AT A (2.2)00 M AAFS A()Y Aol wet B xof T chxH ¢ TR
280l GLMME Zol4 MR} Tol4 n AP T Yot}

1) Xol4 2143RY

511_0}-_/5_ "di Hkij 7}' —‘—Toﬂ "'}Eﬂ A 63/:‘]'

log(pkijlue) = Ok + Xpis B + Zkij ui (2.3)
22 RAAYIL JHBVT B (23)00M g = (ug,uz, w)t Ao W) g3
she WZEAE Yebdth SAS B3 29 GLIMMIXE 84319 §ARS S840l 38t A

8H# o} -2 = 3 A X] (Restricted MLE)E 3174 St}
2) Xolf wlAYRY
E2OXAYEY (23)Alo] Eobg FF ur; 7t oleilet 22 ujAd BA A

exp(Xgij B + Zri; Uk)

[ J ’ 1
i 2y exp(Xij B + Zhij uk)

Bkij = (2.4)

oz FRAYY 713 o, o] 3 BY-L Folf v 4P E Y (Poisson nonlinear model) |
2t g F3E Yo F FLEFT Fo1A ALy e ki S HFFEE 2 O
TEE }ELY 2T 5 Ak Ufﬂ (24)= Egol B3 nAdg Ho] 2a4YRY



340 AER, o3

ret

°é‘

(2.3)7}2] apo}Fojtt. SAS PROC NLMIXED®: o] 23 vjAF 23 A 77 98] 2
Qtd =2 Yo}

aytell AFEFAE 3R] 42 GIM F ZARZ ARG Wi s AR a}
AFRFE FASE FLole Eotd RIANYRY (2.3)0A AZFEI] uE A3 1
BEANS T BY L APA AT EERNA Pise) Gl E g AEised
NEATE RS o) kAA Y] HFEE mpy; ol i3 ot A

exp(Xkij B)

N )

o} o] ARST O A2 AYAY 5 ATh Y 25)% AFES ues 22Y
€ E3H31R gt McFadden (1973) o o]H 3 RYL 2ALZARY (conditional logit
model)o]2} 3t om, 9 utA o7 o] Ak &l B g (discrete choice model)o] g} &g} 7)
5 gt RARZARY L A6jAe AE AEE AFY EYF e AF ol 0y}
e ZANARYL XARZAIALYY 5T FHo £3ttn B 5 ok o] B
o Aol YEREANAM AR JLHE £9 A8 i3t S0 A AFEH (stratified
proportional hazard model)2] A3 Z2IWQ PHREGE AIEE 5= A+ o= 2AR
EARY gt L Pt SN AAERY S L4, AR T X7} 5 7] bl Eolt)

Thij = (2.5)

3. GLMM Hg!}

& ZoA £70% F 7kA] £33 GLMMo di3] R e AT 24 E 4nEn
o9 $EIFII AR FAYL A= A AAe=F4 BAAES SAASE #
EALTEY Y £ o cﬂaﬂ/\-]g =it 2ol4 2 IAHPEY (23) /AT o w Tt
FolA BE wriy e AFWAA A2 FHol3, BEF A2 o JAANAE 5l 7}
A o) kA FZA w9 EALEE

_ 108 (ki exp(—piwis))

Wi log(pkis) — Z Z i (3.1)

Wkij (ak + xkl]ﬂ + zkzjuk)

K
D~ -1~ -1~
“Ms <M <M=

ojth. A A

I J I J
Z Z Wiy exp(6x + xkz]ﬁ + zkz]uk) Z Z Whijhkij = 1
J i

i
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ol A
(3.2)

I
0% log(z

-1
]
b
=)
g
o]
v
)
+
N
kol
&
=
:
3
£

£ (31)4) s
I J ! 1 I J ’ ’
Z Z Whij (XgigB + Zyaj k) — IOg(Z Z exp(Xy;8 + zg5uk)) — 1 (33)
J i

2902 Tojs MAYRY (24)0] ¥ 2ISEL

1 J
Z Z Wkij lOg(ﬂsz) - Z Z Hij
i 3

roJ 7
o Z Zwkij(x;cij/@ + z;cijuk) - 108(2 Z exp(x;cijﬂ + z;cijuk)) -1 (34)
i J J

olBZ 4 (3.3)7 (34)oA Eotd RIMYRHT} XotH v AYEH g F 21%
E‘E—’FL AE2 FA7MEE L 5 ok

FolA FAHA 2ALEE MG st FolA o 2ARL

£ up Y BZ Gug)oll T3 FE3d FAL =t
w7t Fold w 2FFEYEE A FASEE S 4

L

1l

/ka(ykn, e Ykig[ug)dG(ug)
/Hkniyjf(ykij{uk)dc(uk) (3.5)

I 2ok 4] (35)Y FHULEE Ao & Aato] 2¥E] Q7] B B4 £
A o] vj-g- & 3sich

FHL T o] AR A A 93] Wolfinger & O’Connell(1993)2 - A2 = (pseudo-likelihoo
d: PL) =+ A} 8- M-S S (restricted PL) & ©]-§ 3} X F R 31921, Breslow @ Clay-
ton(1993)2 ¥ FH £ .9 X (penalized quasi-likelihood: PQL)E A ¢kl k. PQL2 Wolfinger
2 O’Connell(1993)9] A= gl g o3 78E 5 tt 1ygte) 7hf2-o=v]
E & Y (Gauss-Hermite quadrature), 28| ZE EM A} W o] X ¢ MCMC 24t Al4F 5
ol 4t} 7t¢a-dE2nE AR P 2L I EM ZAE PQL ZAME T MLES] 2 4
et vt ALY PQL SAH Zhdsieh. J&ats g 73'?' PQL ZAbol| o3k £%
9] (bias) & Zeth HAE Fol7] A8 I= BRFYE ZH—,—%(resamphng)'G}-Oi D—ra
F733A Y, 25t B2 E W (bootstrap) o] v} Aol = l«bﬂ HYE Eole el
t}. SAS W38 GLIMMIX: Wolfinger @ O’Connell(1993)2] PL 2 1?4 o of3} 73
Aoy, o] HE uAHAH L FEAY FHo HYE FubstE Holth wrd o
PROC NLMIXED+= 7h¢-2-of2nE '?LZ“%‘Q 2 A8 AL Alatol v X H B o) 193

I

I

32

g
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A GLIMMIX | ]3] £33 EA4S 2= Aoz 43 A Qlth. NLMIXED @ GLIMMIXej
Ae g Bxd-s AFEE oFEE Ui E, So|PEE Fol4EE £ &
AR 5 ot

2RI AT M Hy: B=0, & AL B71 AR FlojAIFEEE WY
£ AMLE o] 83t &, Hool FolX, A3 AP L ES o] S=FAH ZAEZE

(8- ﬁo)ll_l(ﬁ = Bo) ~ X (3.6)

& BEA. &, 1= var(B)) AAF Aot SEFALS FHo|AF ZAE v R 9
G FANI EnAAEAY

Tir = 2[ 1B, ¢) — U(Bo, $)] (3.7)
L o] 88 5 Atk A 3.7)9A I(B,¢) = log Lo} 11, ¢p= ALE (dispersion) S JEPATH

4. Ad

[ 27] 4.1] o2 A8+ Brier(1980)01 A -3 Aol 207) v}&( neighborhood )il
3l 2 vk oA 57H A (01 E ke 3717 A) F 967178 &I o de HER
E3TA(ELF, OF, v BE) €HAEE ST 33 Ags o)X U3 uF
E({F O A7 R g NE (A5 P)olL, 8 ¥ C9 g PG 7o 5YA4RA
< 733tz ok F 41004 FF2A(HE)E FASE ¥ O B4 Pl #33x3
E¥nz 294% 4+ Atk

AegF2o] o Apmel7] df#ol 3t vl2eX 28 7HFEL AZ 4359 o
m2hA Do FlolAlF HYPAZEAR L ZEE 2HE U £ At E 419 AR
#F GLMME H94 ol Zo] UehWr| 2 3131 whg o] MFARE wet 8 o 99
AE A AT AT 65 022 713 ) 4R TR o g GLMM

]

St bl

—_

hpkijlag) = @i + B; + %ij + Zrij Uk (4.1)

b 2t 4 W4 E Ushie ¥4 08 4984 oo 37 WEH o AWuS0 F
GyFol BE WFAHNE DA HE B9 (22)= 29

h{prijlug) = TeiiB; + vij + ug; (4.2)

S} Zol JErd = Aok © k=1,---,2003, 4,7 =1,2,3°|th B B, QS PO &
e BE5 C @5 P 2334 ARE YA B4 5,8 A u W E 9
Fol|l th&3te Gt B4 022 7MY fjEo AAZE 6y, b2 F AN 350 2
th 22 2¥og IFFALFL F vl NE FAIA Aok G71AM up; = jHRA QPR
et AaNeA AFEEE GEvty JHRSTE B BE o] O vy =00 F
B

/d 2 3 (independence model)¢] F| B2 F W¢7te] EYAFAA N A% FAFNLAL

H0:7ij=ovi=1>273;j=la273 (43)
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s} o) VEhd 4 itk Mokl SYARRAT QBARY0) B AFE Aol 47} B

E 4.1: 207 vhol A 249 ol B BEE

o | C1Py C1Py, CiP3s CoP, CyP, CyPs CsPy CsP; C3Ps | &4
1 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 5
2 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 5
3 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 5
4 0 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 5
5 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 5
6 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 5
7 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 5
8 1 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 5
9 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 5
10 0 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 5
11 1 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 5
12 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 5
13 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 5
14 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 5
15 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 5
16 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3
17 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 5
18 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 3
19 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 5
20 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 5

A 96

o] ol ¥ WNEx o} A7) ol gt UEET AE E Yok AR I F SAS
AN FEE £ e dEH Z22PE AT £33 A= 8 429 Zoh 2ol
PROC GENMOD©] REPEATED %30l & Al§3lo] SPNR Y 253828 2tz
sl GEER S d¥e 3} Y2 Y] Fole & 4.2¢] GENMODS 543 34
A7y FARoY LZXREYPY Ao FEA7 #F %A %kt PROC GENMOD
9t PHREG= Aol ol &t A=A FNE nejstA g2 Byolth F 42004 vl 7tx =21
Holl 43t 2R A7lEe b > fo > b2A A YAAEL A2 27| Mol Eurs
8= A %2 vebdoh PHREGO) 98t A X7t 714 2 v+ NLMIXED= 7H% 32 &
A& YEti 1, GENMODS} GLIMMIX ) o8t A X & w9 fASITE L Eu]5A 3%
9 fo) Aol ol A= GENMOD7} W& 78 12} 3 NLMIXED Y GLIMMIX ) v)3) &
A H o8 AR%E vt 9o Agxtge] 49 AFEHRE 13 35HA ¥ GENMOD
of Abgo] EHE FoJE a%ct 3 AFARE TTEHA UG ZARZARY ) i3
PHREG® #2474 % 2771 NLMIXEDS} vi-¢ §AH8le Frigle A8 Royxm ¢
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E 42 SHRAEY B 2433 A 9 $en AR A

ETEY GENMOD PHREG GLIMMIX  NLMIXED
By 1.966(0.4036)  2.465(0.4317) 1.943, 1.658(0.3858)
B2 1.718(0.4015)  2.046(0.3917) 1.688(0.3194) 1.476(0.3919)
611=01584 Gy =1E—8
LNVESE - - G2 = 0.0455 oy =1E—8
6% = 0.5761
cTuEAS 15.39 11.19 12.96 10.9
(|2 A) (0.004), (0.0245) (0.0115) (0.0277)

L7148 AR89 7] i &o 2R X o AL BEELA7 28HA &S
2 glo]aE AT X2 =17.900| 2 o|u P=0.0013Y

o dutde g gy e AR U3 AFAAE EUSHA GA HA FAF) 2EA
7t AA R 2 A F35 e Aol don metx FHd AR {214 o] GLMM FH§tof H)
3 A A

ot
=

alo

5 %

AFNME AGFE RE A3 BN P37 d d470Y S AR s
°‘°}E;Jrr+ B3R ol Tl AF AR L FFEAE AF W3R R332 W&o o
AL IUE A H W ARAEAZY FAdol AART AXE EAZ Aok J&
ENE IR AUFRENRY F ¥obf RANYRYH Fobf v YR Y o] Ao o] %
¥ 4 9+ SAS "3 2 GLIMMIXS PROC NLMIXED Z2 139 24323 9 7 £3
of o3l A Esith AHE 53 SPAAAA U SENZARFTAFY FAANA )&
=229 48 FoA4-E BTt ASE0] T FERY /YR TRANA 2t
PROC PHREG® 9|3 dZANE 2A gt 2ALZARY S AP ZE 5 A5 S =9
sttt el 2P A8 A 48 AE/F 29 2= AEE FHE LA
X oj o} gir}.

AFAse E2AI EPAHF PHA GLMM, GEE @ 2 AR 2A2 3 &3 3
2ko] Ho(bias), FE A P EEA %o] Allison(2001)°ll A &g8u}t Q& ©l GLMM#
GEEZ} A3 9ttt 28V o] PHES AEAY o B AEA, A5 2 4 FH o}
gt 9g gt 9E & zﬂ—riﬂa L H4EA8 Y AL HE g EA &
A gt %’Qz}i(observational data)e} Ffole vl MEAHA Aer A ULt

%A} 4¥k-2-(ordinal response)2 L3 IFZ AR Y, o5 7] AF Qo] I+ A 2
RHo O3 B8 4 52 Joze] AxHAAR FAET
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Testing Independence in Contingency Tables with
Clustered Data

Kwang Mo Jeong Y Hyun Young Lee ?

ABSTRACT

The Pearson chi-square goodness-of-fit test and the likelihood ratio tests are usually
used for testing independence in two-way contingency tables under random sampling.
But both of these tests may provide false results for the contingency table with clustered
observations. In this case we consider the generalized linear mixed model which includes
random effects of clustering in addition to the fixed effects of covariates. Both the het-
erogeneity between clusters and the dependency within a cluster can be explained via
generalized linear mixed model. In this paper we introduce several types of general-
ized linear mixed model for testing independence in contingency tables with clustered
observations. We also discuss the fitting of these models through a real dataset.

Keywords: Clustered data, Independence test, Random effect, Generalized linear mixed
model, Conditional logit model.
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